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Abstract

Practical M-FSK systems experience a combination of time and frequency offsets
(errors). This paper assesses the deleterious effect of these offsets, first individually
and then combined, on the average bit error probability performance of the system.
Exact expressions for these various error probability performances are derived and.
evaluated numerically for system parameters of interest. Also presented is an upper

(Chernoff-type) bound on average symbol error probability for the case of frequency
error alone which is useful in assessing the relative performance of the system.
Both continuous and discontinuous phase M-FSK cases are considered when

timing error is present, the latter being much less robust to this type of offset.

‘This work was performed by the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technology,
under a contract with the National Aeronautics and Space Administration.
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1.0 Introduction

Noncoherent orthogonal M-ary frequency-shift-keying (M-FSK) is a simple and robust
form of digital communication when the transmission channel is such that fast reliable
carrier recovery is difficult or impractical to achieve and the bandwidth requirements
are not overly stringent. Most studies of this modulation/demodulation technique for
the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel have focused on the error
probability performance when the receiver is assumed to be perfectly time and frequency
synchronized. That is, the receiver is assumed to have perfect knowledge of the instants
of time at which the modulation can change state and also perfect knowledge of the
received carrier frequency. In practical systems, such perfect knowledge is never
available and thus the receiver must derive this information from the received signal
imbedded in the AWGN. Since the estimates of the time epoch and received carrier
frequency derived at the receiver are, in general, random variables (because of the
presence of the AWGN), there will exist an error between these estimates and their true
values. This lack of perfect time and frequency synchronization gives rise to a
degradation in error probability performance relative to that corresponding to the ideal
case where perfect knowledge of time and frequency is assumed known.

The purpose of this paper is to evaluate this performance degradation, first by
treating the two sources of degradation separately, and then by considering their
simultaneous effect. In particular, we shall present exact expressions for the symbol and
bit error probability performances of noncoherent orthogonal M-FSK conditioned on
the presence of time and frequency errors, These expressions involve integrals of
Marcum-Q functions and, as such, their numerical evaluation is cumbersome. Thus,
for the case of frequency only, we present an upper (Chernoff-type) bound on error
probability performances that, because of its exponential behavior, is simpler to
evaluate. Numerical results are obtained for cases of practical interest.

Before going into the details of the analysis, we wish to point out the existence of



several papers that relate to the subject at hand [1-5]. The paper that, in principle, bears
the closest resemblance to what we are trying to accomplish here is a paper by

Nakamoto, Middlestead, and Wolfson [1]. The one primary difference is that the
authors of [1] considered frequency-hopped M-FSK whereas here we are not allowing

for any spread spectrum modulation. Despite this difference, however, many of the
results in [1] could still be used if it were not for the following. In evaluating the bit
error probability in terms of the expressions the authors of [1] derive for the symbol
error probability, they assume that the signals remain orthogonal in the presence of
timing and frequency error which facilitates the use of a well-known result [see [5], Eq.
(5-54)] relating bit and symbol error probabilities of orthogonal M-FSK. Unfortunately,
however, this assumption is not valid and hence the bit error probability results found
in [1] are incorrect. In fact, to properly evaluate the bit error probability y in the presence
of synchronization errors, one must specify an appropriate mapping, for example, a Gray
code of the symbols to bits. In the perfectly synchronized case, the bit error probability
performance is completely independent of the symbol-to-bit mapping since all errors are
equally likely to occur. The significance of these statements will become apparent later
on in the paper.

The organization of the paper is as follows, Section 2 exactly treats the effect of
frequency error alone (perfect time synchronization is assumed) on orthogonal M-FSK
noncoherent detection. Section 3 exactly treats the effect of timing error alone (perfect
frequency synchronization is assumed) on the same detection scheme. Section 4 exactly
treats the combined effect of timing and frequency errors. Finally, Section 5 presents an
upper bound on the performance in the presence of frequency error,

2.0 Effect of Frequency Error on Orthogonal M-FSK Noncoherent Detection

Consider the transmission of orthogonal M-FSK over an AWGN channel where the
signal set has a one-to-one correspondence with the set of M equiprobable messages
my,m,....,m,,_,. The optimum receiver (assuming perfect synchronization) is illustrated
in Fig. 1. When the received frequency is not perfectly known, the observed signal,
assuming that message m; was sent, is given by

r(t)= V2P cos(2n(f,+ £, + Af)t+6)+ n(r), O <1< T (1)
where P denotes the signal power in Watts, T denotes the symbol time in seconds, f,
is the carrier frequency in Hertz, f; = i/T is the transmitted frequency corresponding to
message mj, Af is the error in the carrier frequency, and 8 is the unknown carrier

phase assumed to be uniformly distributed, Also, n(t) denotes the AWGN with
single-sided power spectral density N, Watts/Hertz, Alternatively, the received signal
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can be interpreted as a carrier at frequency f shifted by the appropriate signal frequency
fi + Af, rather than f;. This scenario is illustrated in Fig. 2 where the dashed lines
denote start and end of integration times with the depicted frequencies. The inphase
integrator output, z_,, matched to signal Sk(t) (corresponding to message )

becomes!

20 &[] rONZP cos(2n(f, + £,)r)de
:2PjoTcos(27r(fc + fi + Af))cos(2n(f," fe )e)dt @)

where n,, is a zero-mean Gaussian random variable with variance ¢*= N,/ 2E,. Here,
Ng denotes the single-sided power spectral density of the AWGN in Watts/Hertz and

Esé PT is the symbol energy in joules, Simplifying (2) reduces to

sin(27(f,, + 4f)T)
7., =E, +nq_k )
2n(f, + Af)T
where f;, denotes the difference between the frequencies representing messages m i and
mkg, that is,

f.’,k éf; - fk (4)

Similarly, the quadrature integrator output, z,,, is given by

2, 2] (WP sin(2(f, + j;)t)dz
[cos(27t % Af ]
! 2n(f, + Af) 6

The envelope statistic &, = 1/zc,,t+z,,,t will then be Rician distributed with parameter s;
given by

{[sm(Zn(f,‘-kAf) )] [cos(Zn(f,,,wLAf) )- ]}
[2(7,, +Af)T]
By sin?(n(f,, + 4F)T)

[n(f,-,k + Af)T]2 (6)
Normalizing z,,and z,, by 1/ 0 = \[2/ N,E,, the parameter s? is then normalized by

ISince we are dealing with noncoherent detection, we can, without any loss in generality, set 6 = 0.



2| N,E, and since, as mentioned above, f;=i/T for orthogonal signals, then

2= 2E, sin®(n(i - k+p2))
(No1 [ali-k+p))
where p £ AT denotes the normalized frequency error, The probability y density function
(pdf) of &k is given by (note that o = 1 after the above normalization)

(7)

f;,('f) écxp{ (é ,f(’ k)J} ( zi“ﬂz(i,k)} 0<é<e~ (8)

where we let

sin?(#(i -k +
[#(i - k +p)]

First, note that the detector matched to the incoming signal suffers from signa’

attenuation equal to

sin? 7rp

£ === (lo)

which, as expected, reduces to unity if p = O. Simultaneously, loss of signal
orthogonality occurs as a result of signal spill-over into the remaining M-1 detectors;
hence, the nonzero means and the resulting Rician (as opposed to Rayleigh for p = O)
pdfs. Note that for zero frequency error (p = O), then

sm( (i—k) O, i # k

fomoli k)= —————=
m(i-k)]” {1,. i=k

and signal orthogonallty is restored. Despite loss of orthogonality, the variables

€0sE1s+--»Eyy remain independent since the Gaussian random variables resulting from
the noise integration are still independent as the local signals remain orthogonal. In

this case, the probability of correct symbol detection, assuming that message m; is
transmitted, is given by

(11)

P,(CIm,): Pf{é; “max§,, m= O,l,...,M—l}

- M1
=j° f{i(xl') QJ'O fg_(xm)dxm dxi
mai (12)
In terms of the Marcum Q-function [6] defined by
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2+a2

Q(a,b)éj:xexp(— al )Io(ax)dx (13)

we have

[ et =1-0( 2 2 | @

Hence, the conditional probability of symbol error, assuming that message m; is
2

transmitted, is given by
2 202
X; sin® mp 2E (sin” 7p
[} s I X S
FEm) 1 [7x CXP{ {2 N ( n’p’ )]} °[x' No( wp’ )|

M-1
xl:[()[l - Q(%fpz(i,m),x,» )}"x

mas (15)
and the unconditional probability of symbol error becomes

M-1

P(E)=-~
Ml=0

P,(Elm,) (16)

As previously mentioned, the average bit error probability cannot be obtained
directly from the average symbol error probability as is customary in perfectly
synchronized M-FSK systems, the reason being that, for a given transmitted message,
the symbol errors are not equally likely. To compute the average bit error probability we
must first compute the probability of a particular symbol error for a given transmitted
message. Analogous to (12), the probability of choosing mg when message m;j is

transmitted is given by

P,,(E|m,.)=Pr{ &, =max¢&,, m=0,1,...,M—-1}

=Io“f¢~ ,I,_‘If fi(x dx"")dxu k# i

(17)

If w(k,i) denotes the Hamming weight of the difference between the code words (bit
mappings) assigned to messages (symbols) mi and myg, that is, the number of bits in
which the two differ, then the average bit error probability is




M

1 -
Mlog, M 3

1M-1
2wk, idP (Elpm,) (18)

k=
k»i

P (E)=

We now discuss the mapping from which the set of Hamming weights
wk,i), k,i=01...,.M-1 k=#iis computed.

It is clear that if a symbol error occurs, it is more likely to occur in an adjacent
frequency than in any other. Thus, a Gray code mapping is appropriate to this type of
modulation. Figure 3 depicts the average bit error probability versus E,/N,in dB with
p as a parameter for binary, 4-ary and 8-ary FSK and a conventional Gray code
assignment.

3.0 Effect of Timing Error on Orthogonal M-FSK Detection

When the receiver carrier frequency is precisely known but the symbol epoch is not, the
receiver implements its integrate-and-dump (I&D) circuits using its own estimate of the
symbol epoch which is offset from the true epoch by At sec. This phenomenon is depicted
in Fig. 4 where the integration overlaps two successive symbol intervals. This lack of time
synchronization results in signal attenuation in the detector matched to the incoming
frequency and moreover, loss of orthogonality due to signal spillover into the remaining
detectors, In the presence of timing error, the received signal can be modeled as

V2P cos(2(f, + f)+6)+n@), 0se<T

r(t) = (19)

V2P cos(2n(f, + ;)¢ + 6,)+n(), T <r<oT
where we have assumed that signal s; (¢) is transmitted folowed by signal s,(t) and have
allowed for the possibility of a carrier phase discontinuity from symbol to symbol (so-
called discontinuous phase M-FSK modulation). Since, for noncoherent detection, the
absolute carrier phase is inconsequential, we can, without loss in generality, set 61 =0

and 8y =6fori#jor 8y =0fori=j. For so-called continuous phase M-FSK

(CPFSK), we can, in addition, set 8 = O. Since the local epoch estimate is not perfect, the
receiver 1&Ds operate in the interval (4t, At + T) to obtain at the kth detector

zc_‘éj':mr(r)«lz_P cos(2x(f, + f,)t)dt
= 2p{[[cospr(s, + f))eos(ar(s, + £V )

+LA HTCoS(2it(fc +f)+ B)COS(Z” (% + 4 )t)d‘} ek (20)

and



z,, -j 0 2P sin( 27r(f + £, )t)dt
= 2P{J cos(2x(f, + f)t)sin(2x(f, + £, )t)dt

+j cos(27t f +f)t+9)sm(27z(f +f )t )dt}+n:_,c o1
Normalizing z,, and z,, by 1/ o = \/2 / N,E, , the pdf of & can be expressed as

o (& éexp[( ‘fz('Jk)]} (é ZNIi‘ff(i,j,k)} 0<f<e

where
«_sin?(z(i — k) - A)) sin®(a(j - k)A)
IR G-k (k)
sin (7:[(1 -)-G - k)l]——) sin (n[(z KA -( - K)]- g)
- G - K i - k) —k)
sin(al(k-7)-(-0a)-2 ) sin’(ni-1)-3 )
+ = : 2/ 4 T _ 2 #kj+k
- k)(j—k) -k =-k 0 (23)

with 1 £ At/ T denoting the normalized timing error. Some special cases of (23) are

sin® (7(i - K)) {1' I=k (24a)

27+ » _
LG =72 o, 12k

F2(i, j.i) 7;2(11- 5 {n2(i—j)2(l = A +sin*(n(i - j)A)
+7(i — )1 - A)sin(2zG - jH(1+ A)-6)

—n(i - j)A-A)sin(27G - )))- 6}, 1 # | (24b)
m{smz(”(i =k)(1- )+ n2(i — k)’ A2
~7A (i — k)cos Bsin(27(i - k)A)

—7A(i — k)sin 6[1 - cos(2n(i — k) A)]}, i # &

Sk k)

(24c)

fii) =1, Vi (24d)



From (15), the conditional probability of symbol error, assuming that message m; was
sent followed by message mj, Is then given by

P (Em.m;.0) =1~ [ xexp{(; f*(‘“’)}( ~ 2(i’j’i)]
xg{l— (——f; (i, j,m), x )]d*

mwg (25)
The unconditional (with respect to the data) probability of symbol error is then

P(El6)= — ‘[ ZP(EIm‘, )1 (26)

As was the case for frequency error in Section 2.0, the presence of timing error
produces a lack of orthogonality which results in the symbols errors not being equally
likely. Hence to compute the average bit error probability we must once again compute
the probability of a particular symbol error for a given transmitted message. Analogous
to (17), the probability of choosing mg when message m; was sent followed by message

mj, is given by
2(i’j’k))}lo(xi

Pu(EIm.-’m,-, 9) = _[O"x,, c:xp{—(x—z‘2 +

0
M-1 2
X _ LES 2(i,j,m),x;)}‘i
=0 (s
mwnk (27)

with £, (§) as in (22). Finally, the average (over the data) bit error probability y is,
analogous to (18),

2(i,j,k))

M-1M-1M-1
k

P,(E|6) = m z Z zo Wik, )Py (E|m.m;, 0) (28)
i=0

L o
P70 ki

Here again the evaluation of (28) will depend on the mapping of the symbols to
bits. For a conventional Gray code mapping, Figure 5 depicts average bit error
probability versus E,/ N,in dB for binary, 4-ary and 8-ary FSK with A as a parameter
and the case of continuous phase M-FSK. The numerical results in this figure are
obtained by setting 8 = O in (28). Digital computer simulations were used to confirm
some of the cases, in particular, the results corresponding to M =4 in Fgure 5b. For
purposes of comparison, the corresponding results for the discontinuous phase case
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with M = 4 are illustrated in Figure 6 and are obtained by averaging (28) over a uniform
distribution for 6. We observe that discontinuous phase M-FSK is much more
sensitive to timing offset than continuous phase M-FSK is. When the timing is perfect
(A = 0), the two performances are, of course, identical. This can be seen by noting that
(23) becomes independent of @ when A = O.

4.0 Effect of Timing and Frequency Errors on Orthogonal M-FSK Noncoherent
Detection

When both the incoming carrier frequency and symbol epoch are unknown (see Fig. 7),
then the received signal is still given by (19) but with f. replaced by f. + Af. The

- inphase and quadrature outputs now become

Zop = 2P{JT<93 ga(f.+Af + £)t)cos(2n(f, + fi)r)de
+[" cos(2(f, + Af + 1, )+ O)cos(2a(f, + )t} + n.,

(29)
and
2,5 “2P frcos (2n(f, + AF + £)i)sin(2n(f, + fe)t)dr
+I cos(27z f + Af +f)t+ 9)sm(27r(f +ﬂ)) }+n,,,‘ (30)
Normalizing as before and following a similar procedure, we obtain the pdf of &k given
by
éz 2 [+ ZE; 2 (s
fr, (&)= Eexpy- N 2 (5 .k) [ol| € 2 (Ljk) | 0sE<es  (31)
0 NO
where '

sin?(#(i ~k+p)(1 -A))  sin’(n(j—k+p)A)

2 (; ;1) —
o) = e gy T ki)
sin (7:[:— —(j —k+p)l]——) sin (n[ (i— k+p)A—(j—k+p)] ——)
i i—k+p)j-k+p) i i—k+p)j—k+p)
sin(2l(k - p)- G- 0A]-7)  sine(ni-)-2)
+ — , r - 2) iwkjrk
n(i—k+p)j—k+p) n(i—k+p)j—k+p) ‘
(32)

If p= O, then f2, (i, j,k) reduces to fL(i, j,k) of (23) as expected. Similarly, if A = O, then
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f72(i, j,k) reduces to f2(i,k) of (9). The probability of bit and symbol error are still given
by (26) together with (25) and (28) together with (27), respectively, with f2(i, j,k) replaced
by fpz_a(i,j,k) of (32). For a conventional Gray code mapping, Fig. 8 depicts average bit
error probability versus E, /NO in dB for binary, 4-ary and 8-ary FSK with p and A as
parameters and the case of continuous phase M-FSK. The numerical results in this
figure are obtained by setting 8 = O in (32). Digital computer simulations were again
used to confirm some of the cases, in particular, those illustrated in Figs. 8c, and 8d.
Note that when the timing and frequency errors occur simultaneously, the losses are
not additive. In particular, the interaction of the two types of error results in a
degradation larger than the sum of the degradations due to each error acting alone.

5.0 A Bound on the Performance of Orthogonal M-FSK Detection in the Presence of
Frequency Error

A number of years back, Jim K. Omura developed a Chernoff-type bound on the error

probability performance of certain types of M-ary communicated systems. This
unpublished result [7] has particular application in noncoherent M-FSK
communications.

In this section, we apply a slightly generalized version of the bound to predicting
the error probability performance of noncoherent M-FSK with frequency error. Upper
union bounds for this performance have been previously obtained in [3] in terms of the
exact result for the performance of binary FSK with frequency error. The latter is
expressed in terms of the Marcum Q-function, which in general, is cumbersome to
compute. Here, we shall derive a simpler-to-compute bound on this performance that
will enable system comparisons to be made. The result is obtained in a form that is
similar to the exact error probability performance of noncoherent M-FSK with no
frequency error which is exponential in behavior,

Since as mentioned above, Omura’s bound was never published but rather
privately communicated to the authors, Appendix A presents the derivation of the
bound in its generalized form. Assuming that signal n (message my) is transmitted,

then the detector matched to f, produces &, with pdf as given by (8) with i = k=n
while the remaining M -1 detectors produce independent &;'s with pdf as given by (8)

with i = nand k = i. As required by the results in Appendix A, we need to evaluate
the characteristic functions of the these two pdfs. In particular, letting B, = &?, then

(33)

n@2[ e s, (Eag = exp{ v (n’n)x}

N, 1-2x
and
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.
gl £ (D)2 [ e f (£)dt = ] —lzx exp{ 21‘1'2 f‘i ("n;;x} (34)
0

Letting x, = 2x, then applying (A.8) gives after some manipulations

M-1 k )
P,(Elm,,) <min Y (-1)"" l 1 exp _E kaofy ()
%020 4= 1-x, 1+ kx, N, 1+kx,

M-1M-1 M-1
EJ
X exp{

(2 B

i1 iy vtenriy WA (35)
Finally, the desired upper bound on P,(E) is given by

1M
F(E)S— > R (Elm

n=0

§,=0i,=0 i, =0
M—V_—I

m,) (36)

Figure 9 illustrates the upper bound on P(E) as given by (36) versus E, /N, in dB
for M = 4 and various values of normalized frequency error, p, assuming minimum
frequency spacing for orthogonality. It is to be emphasized that the results in Fig. 8 are
upper bounds and thus should not be used to predict the true error probability
performance. Rather, their value is for making system comparisons and trade-offs since
the relative tightness of the bound to the exact result should be about the same in all
cases considered. As is true for most Chernoff-type bounds, they are asymptotically
loose by about 1 to 1.5 dB.

6.0 Conclusions

The error probability performance of noncoherent M-FSK is quite sensitive to the
presence of timing and frequency offsets (errors) in the system. For a given number of
frequencies, M, and fractional offset, the performance is much more sensitive to timing
error than it is to frequency error. By studying these errors individually and then
combined, we are able to note that the losses due to these errors are not additive. In
particular, the interaction of the two types of error results in a degradation larger than
the sum of the degradations due to each error acting alone, Furthermore, for the case of
timing error (either alone or in combination with frequency error), the performance is
much less robust for discontinuous phase M-FSK than it is for continuous phase M-
FSK.
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Appendix A
Generalized M-ary Symbol Error
Probability Bound

Consider an M-ary communication system whose decisions are made based on a relation
among M outputs o, Z1,.--,Zm-- Let these outputs be represented by independent
random variables with pdfs as follows:

Tn — fl(mn) )
20— D@ ) gor =00 o n= 1 gl - a g (AD

That is to say, for some particular n, the random variable Zi has a fixed pdf whereas the
remaining M — 1 r.v.’sZi, i # n, all have the identical form pdf (perhaps different than that
for x,)! which, however, depend on a parameter (in that varies with both i and n. Assuming
that sighal s.(t) is transmitted, then a correct decision is made at the receiver when z, > Xxi
for allz # n. Then, the conditional probability of a correct decision is

P, (C/ m.) = Prob{Correct decision/ m,}
= Prob{z, > i for all i + n/ m,}

= / Prob {z, > z;for alli # n/m,, z, = a} fi(a)da

- /°° Prob {x,< a for all i # n/ m,} fi(a)de

oo M-l
= [I Prob{z; <a/m,}fi(a)da
0= 0,izn
M-

— /“ I1 [ - Prob{z; > af m,}] fi(a)da (A.2)
—O0{=0,in
If Prob{z;>a/m,} is hard to evaluate, then use the Chernoff bound
Prob{z; > a/ m,} < E{*®~/m,}
= e E{e*'/ m,} forany A >0 (A.3)

if the two pdfs have identical form, then we shall ignore the “0” and “I” subscripts on them and simply
write f(z)or f(x;¢), as appropriate, An example of where the two pdfs are, in principle, different in form
would correspond to the case of ideal (zero frequency error) noncoherent detection of M-FSK, in which
case f1(z) would be Rician and fo(2) would be Rayleigh. Also in this ideal situation, fo(z) would not be
dependent on a parameter ¢ which varies with the random variable being characterized.



Define

0 & Bl ma) = [~ n(p)as

aolXi Gu) £ B{/ma} = [~ e o(8; C)ap (A4)
Then
Prob{z; > o/ m,} < e™*go(A; Cin) (A.5)
and Mt
P,(C/ m,) >/ [1 = e™go(X; ¢in)] fi(e) (A.6)
Finally -
P(E[ my,) = (C/my)
o0 M-
< / {1_ Hl [1 e go(A; c,-n)]}f,(a)da
= /00{ [1 +A§:1 k ~Aka
B k=1
M M-1 M- &
> z:o X, I C-,n)]}fl(a)da (A7)

'1"2v"'n'k#" a.nd
1<K <y

or using (A.4), simplifying and minimizing over the Chernoff parameter, we get

P,(E/m,) < min kZ —1)** gy (= Aak)

MaMA M- k
X o 30 T 90(An; Gipn) : (A.8)
:1:0 12=0 1, =0j=1

i1 g, ipen and
N<ig< i

Assuming equiprobable signals, then the average probability of symbol error is given by

1 M-
PAE) = 57 2. Pa(E] ma) (A.9)

n=0
Note that if the parameter (;, is independent of i, that is, all z;, i # n, have identical pdfs
Jo(z), then

M-t M- M-l
S5 X et = (M) dbn (A10)

TRVIERATE 208 a,nd
1 <ip < iy




where

go(A) - /_:e”fo(ﬂ)dﬂ (All)
Thus, (A.9) together with (A.8) simplify to
&= M -1

P(E) < m,:iflz(_l) I )gl(~/\k)g§()\) (A.12)
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Figure 3.  Bit Error Probability for M-FSK With Frequency Error
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Figure 5.  Bit Error Probability for Continuous Phase M-FSK

with Timing Error.




_ \\- ()
2 z
< / 2
N N A 5
< =1
>
N \\\ 7]
/ V\ m
/
/ /
/ 5 L
= i T
N \“f
|+
\\\ﬁf
1 LA
\‘\\\\ /0
vl 4
A
,m_u_ .".m ....m qm :_.m a_.o 7_0

16

15

14

13

12

11

10

,dB

No

by M=4




10~

\\ EL :
\\
N A=03
TN
10-Y|x N \<\
N
R AN
N\
AN N
103} \ \‘
AY A
AN AN
AN
\ N\ N
\\ \\ ~N
0} o \ A=02"
= 10- = 1 =
LN AN A
\
\ \
//\
10-5 A= VA‘ =01
\‘ \"
' LY
\
\
10_65 \‘i “
I i —
\
\ \
10- \
6 8 9 10 11 12 13
Eb
o 9B




0.1

D S %
, A=02
/
0.01 S~
e
'&\ S~
N
N
0.001 \\
N —~A=0.1
4 1
4 '
h N\
\\ \\
m ) N
ao 10- N N
A N ﬁ
N\ N\
\
\ A A=0
10-° \/ \
AY AY
\ N\
\ N
\
10 ® \ \
l‘\ “\
\ X\
\ \
\ \
\ \
\
10 7 A
9 10 11 12 13 14 15
E b
o 98

Figure 6. Bit Error Probability for Discontinuous Phase
M-FSK with Timing Error; M = 4.
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Figure 8.  Bit Error Probability for M-FSK With
Both Frequency and Timing Errors
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Figure 9. A Bound on the Symbol Error Probability of 4-FSK

in the Presence of Frequency Error.
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